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whether collective or  personal, had   not then been established.    Cabinets   and individual   Ministers   res points of honour, or when they held that the Governrr no 'longer be  satisfactorily   carried  on.   But neithei cases had arisen.   The Government of the country could  go  on as well  as before.    True, a legislative of great importance had been rejected; but it cann clearly stated that in that century the chief work c ment was  to  govern, not  to  pass  new laws.   Far next century the main business of a Cabinet came proposing and carrying through of new measures; bu was foreign to that more stationary age; and probablj would have accused Pitt of deserting his post had h< owing to his inability to carry a legislative enactment debatable  character.    Walpole has not been blame* he held to office despite his failure to carry his very Excise Bill.
Again, why should Pitt have persevered with the Reform? Despite all the efforts of Wyvill and the As only eight petitions had been sent up to the House in f; The taunts of North as to the apathy of the country answerable. No voice was heard in protest against the r the measure; and the judgement of Wilberforce was tha cally all reformers, that, after Pitt's failure, Reform was Wyvill himself, in a pamphlet written amidst the exci 1793, admitted that Pitt's measure received little a1 1785, and soon fell into oblivion—a fact which he ex the complete satisfaction which the nation then felt wi Ministry. Here we have the true explanation, furnisld as y<
